


INDEX 


ACQUISITION. Sce Antitrust Acts. 
ADJUSTMENT BOARD. cv Labor, 7-S. 


ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE. see Aliens; Civil Aeronau- 
tics Act; Federal Power Commission; Jurisdiction, I, 1, 3: 
III: Labor, 1-2, 7-S: Securities and Exchange Commission; 
Taxation, 3: Transportation. 


AERONAUTICS. sce Civil Aeronautics Act. 


AGENCY. Sce Constitutional Law, I: IV, 2. 
ALIAS. Sce Attorneys, |. 
ALIENS. 


1. Immigration Act of 1917—Suspension of deportation—Admin- 
istrative discretion —Decision of Board of Immigration Appeals 


denying suspension of deportation under $19 (ce) of 1917 Aet, in 
exercise of administrative discretion, sustained: propriety of Board's 
considering current policies of Congress. Hintopoulos v. Shaughnessy, 
p. #2. 

2. Deportation—Filipinos—Narcotics law conviction —Filipino, 
born in Philippine Islands in 1910, resident in continental United 
States since 1930, and convicted in February 1951 of nareoties law 
violation, held deportable alien under Act of February 18, 1931: 
“entry” not condition precedent to deportability under 1931 Act: 
effect of Philippine Independence Act. Rabang v. Boyd, p. 427. 

3. Deportation—Immigration and Nationality Aet of  1952— 
Grounds —Alien who entered United States in 1919 as stowaway and 
who had not been unconditionally pardoned for two subsequent 
erimes involving moral turpitude, held deportable under 1952 Act. 
Lehmann v. Carson, p. 685. 

4. Deportation—Immigration and Nationality Act of 1952— 
Grounds —Alien convicted in 1925 of federal offense relating to illieit 
trafhie in narcotic drugs was deportable under 1952 Act, though eon- 
viction for that offense was not ground for deportation prior to that 
Act. Muleahev v. Catalanotte, p. 692. 

5. Immigration and Nationality Act of 1952—Offenses—Informa- 
tion —Alien required by § 242 (d) to give only such information as 
relates to his availability for deportation. United States v. Witkovich, 
p. 194; see also Barton v. Sentner, p. 963 
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ANTITRUST ACTS. 

Clayton Act—Violations—Purchase of stock of other corporation— 
Tendency to monopoly —Acquisition by du Pont Company of 23% 
stock interest in General Motors Corporation, resulting in preference 
over competitors in sale of automotive finishes and fabries to General 
Motors, violated §7 of Clayton Act; case remanded for determination 
of appropriate relief. United States v. du Pont Co., p. 586. 


ARBITRATION. See Constitutional Law, II, 2: Jurisdiction, I, 2: 


Labor, 6. 
ARMED FORCES. See Courts-Martial; Insurance. 
ATTORNEYS. 


1. Admission to bar—Qualifications—Good moral character — 
Good moral character as affected by use of aliases, arrests, and former 
membership in Communist Party; on record in this ease, exclusion 
of applicant was unwarranted. Schware v. New Mexico Bar Exam- 
iners, p. 2382. 

2. Admission to bar—Qualifications—Good moral character— 
Good moral character as affected by former membership in Com- 
munist Party, editorial criticism of public officials and their policies, 
and refusal to answer questions relating to applicant's political 
affiliations and opinions; sufficiency of evidence; denial of due process 
and equal protection of laws. Konigsberg v. California State Bar, 
p. 252. 

AUTOMOBILE CLUBS. Sce Taxation, 3. 

AUTOMOTIVE SUPPLIES. Sce Antitrust Acts. 

BAR EXAMINERS. See Attorneys. 

BOARD OF IMMIGRATION APPEALS. Sce Aliens, 1. 

BOILER INSPECTION ACT. See Safety Appliance Acts. 

BONDS. See Contracts. 

BRAKES. See Safety Appliance Acts. 

CALIFORNIA. See Attorneys, 2; Jurisdiction, II, 2: Labor, 7. 

CARRIERS. See Constitutional Law, II, 3; Employers’ Liability 
Act; Labor, 7-8; Public Lands; Safety Appliance Acts; 
Transportation. 


CARS. See Safety Appliance Acts. 
CERTIFICATE. See Jurisdiction, II. 
CHARACTER. Sce Attorneys. 
CITIZENSHIP. See Aliens, 1. 
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CIVIL AERONAUTICS ACT. 

Authority of Board—Subpoenas—Enforcement proceeding —Dis- 
trict Court order enforcing Board's subpoenas of documents relevant 
to Board’s proceedings, sustained; did not preclude objection to 
admission in evidence of particular documents. Civil Aeronautics 
Board v. Hermann, p. 322. 

CLAYTON ACT. Sce Antitrust Acts. 

CLUBS. Sce Taxation, 3. 

COLLECTIVE BARGAINING. Sce Constitutional Law, II, 2: 
Contracts; Jurisdiction, I, 2; Labor, 3, 6-7. 

COLLEGES. Sce Constitutional Law, IV, 2. 

COLORADO. Sce Waters. 

COMMERCE. sce Antitrust Acts; Constitutional Law, I: II: 
Employers’ Liability Act; Labor; Safety Appliance Acts; 
Transportation. 

COMMISSIONER OF INTERNAL REVENUE. sce Taxation, 3. 

COMMON CARRIERS. Sce Constitutional Law, II, 3: Employers’ 
Liability Act; Labor, 7-S: Public Lands; Safety Appliance 
Acts; Transportation. 

COMMUNISM. Sec Attorneys; Criminal Law, 1: Search and 
Seizure; Trial. 


COMPETITION. Sce Antitrust Acts. 
COMPLAINT. See Insurance. 
CONCEALMENT. Sce Limitations. 
CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION. ce Trial, |. 
CONGRESS. ‘ce Constitutional Law, I. 
CONSPIRACY. See also Limitations. 


Trial—Procedure—Instructions to jury—Adequaey of judge's 
charge to jury in prosecution in federal court for conspiracy to defraud 
United States by preventing criminal prosecution of taxpayers for 
fraudulent tax evasion. Grunewald v. United States, p. 391. 
CONSTITUTIONAL LAW. Sce also Habeas Corpus, 1: Juris- 

diction, I], 2; Procedure, 1: Search and Seizure; Trial, 2. 
I. Federal-State Relations. 

Labor relations—Power of Congress—Power of States —Jurisdic- 
tion of National Labor Relations Board under National Labor 
Relations Act, though unexercised, exclusive unless ceded to state 
agency pursuant to §10(a) of Act. Guss v. Utah Labor Board, 
p. 1; Meat Cutters v. Fairlawn Meats, Inc., p. 20; San Diego Unions 
v. Garmon, p. 26. 
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued. 


II. Commerce. 

1. Interstate commerce—Labor relations—National Labor Relations 
Act —Jurisdiction of National Labor Relations Board under National 
Labor Relations Act, though unexercised, exclusive unless ceded to 
state ageney pursuant to § 10 (a) of Act. Guss v. Utah Labor Board, 
p. 1; Meat Cutters v. Fairlawn Meats, Ine., p. 20: San Diego Unions 
v. Garmon, p. 26. 

2. [nterstate commerce—Labor — relations—Labor Management 
Relations Act—sSection 301 (a), construed as empowering federal 
court to decree specific enforcement of agreement for arbitration of 
grievance dispute arising out of collective-bargaining contract, held 
constitutional. Textile Workers Union v. Lincoln Mills, p. 448: 
General Electric Co. v. Loeal 205, p. 547; Goodall-Santord, Ine., v. 
Textile Workers, p. 553. 

3. Interstate commerce—State-owned railroad—km ployee relation- 
ship.—State-owned interstate railroad subject to regulation by 
Congress, including emplovee relationships. California v. Taylor, 
p. 993. 

III. Due Process of Law. 

Practice of law—Exclusion—Fouwrteenth Amendment —On record, 
State's exclusion of appheant from practice of law demed due process 
of law. Sehware v. New Mexico Bar Examiners, p. 232; Konigsberg 
v. California State Bar, p. 252. 

IV. Equal Protection of Laws. 

1. Practice of law—Exclusion—Grounds —On record, State’s exclu- 
sion of appheant from practice of law denied equal protection of laws. 
Konigsberg v. California State Bar, p. 252. 

2. Racial discrimination—Girard College—state action —Exclusion 
of Negroes from Girard College unconstitutional, since operating 
Board was state ageney though acting as trustee under will. Pennsyl- 
vania v. Board of Directors of City Trusts, p. 280. 

CONTRACTS. 

Government contractors—Miller Act—Liability of surety —tLia- 
bility of surety on Miller Act bond for contributions to employees’ 
health and welfare fund pursuant to collective-bargaining contract: 
expenses of litigation. United States v. Carter, p. 210. 
CORPORATIONS. sce Antitrust Acts; Procedure, 2-3: Taxation, 

1-2. 
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COURTS-MARTIAL. 

Sentence—Review—M odification —Authority of Army Board. of 
Review to modify court-martial life sentences for murder and at- 
tempted rape to 20 vears’ imprisonment, after setting aside murder 
conviction. Jackson v. Taylor, p. 569; Fowler v. Wilkinson, p. 585. 
COURTS OF APPEALS. Sce Jurisdiction, 1, 2-3; II, 1; III. 
CRIMINAL LAW. Sce :lso Aliens, 2-5; Conspiracy; Courts- 

Martial; Limitations; Search and Seizure; Trial. 

1. Offenses—Aliens—Immigration and Nationality Act of 1952.— 
Alien required by § 242 (d) to give only such information as relates 
to his availability for deportation. United States v. Witkovich, 
p. 194. 

2. Offenses—Income tax evasion—False returns —Willful filing of 
false income tax return punishable as felony under § 145 (b) of 1939 
Internal Revenue Code, not as misdemeanor under § 3616 (2). 
Achilli v. United States, p. 378. 

CROSS-EXAMINATION. sce Trial, |-2. 
DAMAGES. sce Labor, 5, ‘. 

DEATH. sce Insurance. 

DECREE. cc Waters. 

DEDUCTIONS. Sce Taxation, |. 
DEPORTATION. See Aliens; Criminal Law, |. 
DISABILITY BENEFITS. ce Taxation, 2. 
DISCRETION. See Aliens, 1: Taxation, 3. 
DISCRIMINATION. Sce Constitutional Law, III: IV. 
DIVERSION. sce Waters. 

DRUGS. See Aliens, 2, +; Trial, 3. 

DUE PROCESS. Sce Constitutional Law, III. 
DUES. Sce Taxation, 3. 


EMPLOYER AND EMPLOYEE. Sce Constitutional Law, |; II: 
Contracts; Employers’ Liability Act; Labor; Safety Appliance 
Acts; Taxation, 2. 

EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY ACT. Sce also Safety Appliance Acts. 

1. Liability of employer—Questions for jury—Sufficiency of evi- 
dence —Evidence in action in Texas court justified jury’s conclusion 
that emplover negligence played part in producing employee's injury ; 
reversal of judgment for plaintiff erroneous. Arnold v. Panhandle & 

S. F. R. Co., p. 360. 
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EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY ACT—Continued. 

2. Liability of employer—Questions for jury—sSufficiency of evi- 
dence —Deen vy. Gulf, C. & 8. F. R. Co., p. 925; Thomson v. Texas «& 
Pacifie R. Co., p. 926; Shaw v. Atlantic Coast Line R. Co., 920; 
Futrelle v. Atlantie Coast Line R. Co., p. 920. 

ENTRY. See Aliens, 2-3. 

EQUAL PROTECTION OF LAWS. Sce Constitutional Law, IV. 
EQUIPMENT. Sce Safety Appliance Acts. 

EQUITABLE ESTOPPEL. Sce Taxation, 3. 

EVASION OF TAXES. Sce Criminal Law, 2. 


EVIDENCE. sce Attorneys; Civil Aeronautics Act; Search and 
Seizure; Trial. 

EXEMPTION. Sec Safety Appliance Acts; Taxation, 2-3. 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION. See Trial, 1. 


FEDERAL EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY ACT. Sce Employers’ 
Liability Act. 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION. 

Orders—Natural Gas Act—Judicial review—Secope of Court of 
Appez!s review of orders of Federal Power Commission under Natural 
Gas Act. Sunray Oil Co. v. Federal Power Comm'n, p. 944. 


FEDERAL-STATE RELATIONS. Sce Constitutional Law, |; III: 
IV; Labor, 2, 5, 7, 9. 


FELONY. See Criminal Law, 2. 

FIFTH AMENDMENT. See Trial, 2. 

FILIPINOS. see Aliens, 2. 

FOREIGNERS. See Aliens; Labor, 5. 
FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT. Sce Constitutional Law, III; IV. 
FRAUD. See Conspiracy; Criminal Law, 2. 

GAS. See Public Lands. 

GIRARD COLLEGE. Sce Constitutional Law, IV, 2. 
GOOD MORAL CHARACTER. See Attorneys, 1-2. 
GOVERNMENT CONTRACTORS. See Contracts. 
GRAND JURY. See Trial, 2. 

GRANTS. See Public Lands. 
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HABEAS CORPUS. See :lso Aliens. 

1. Petition — Sufficiency — Constitutional rights. — Petition for 
habeas corpus sufficiently alleged deprivation of constitutional rights. 
Favors v. Coiner, p. 944. 

2. Propriety of writ—Court-martial sentence—Severit y—Severity 
of court-martial sentence not reviewable by civil court in habeas 
corpus proceeding. Jackson v. Taylor, p. 569; Fowler v. Wilkinson, 
p. 583. 


HAND CARS. See Safety Appliance Acts. 
HEALTH AND WELFARE FUNDS. See Contracts. 
HEALTH INSURANCE. See Taxation, 2. 
HEROIN. See Trial, 3. 

HOLDING COMPANY ACT. See Jurisdiction, I, 3. 
IMMIGRATION ACT. See Aliens; Criminal Law, 1. 
IMPRISONMENT. See Courts-Martial. 

INCOME TAX. See Criminal Law, 2; Taxation. 
INFORMERS. See Trial, 1, 3. 

INFRINGEMENT. See Procedure, 3. 
INJUNCTION. Sce Jurisdiction, 1\; Labor, 6, &. 
INSTRUCTIONS TO JURY. See Conspiracy. 


INSURANCE. See also Taxation, 2. 

National Service Life Insurance—Right of recovery—Limitations — 
Beneficiary entitled to take case to jury upon allegations of complaint 
based on presumption of death of insured; when statute of limitations 
begins to run. Peak v. United States, p. 438. 


INTERNAL REVENUE. See Conspiracy; Criminal Law, 2: 
Limitations; Taxation. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE. See Antitrust Acts; Constitutional 
Law, I: I1; Employers’ Liability Act; Labor; Safety Appliance 
Acts; Transportation. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION. See Transportation. 


JUDGMENTS. 

Judgments of this Court—Finality—Rules.—Interest in finality of 
litigation must yield where interests of justice would make unfair a 
strict application of the rules of this Court. United States v. Ohio 
Power Co., p. 98. 
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JURISDICTION. See also Civil Aeronautics Act; Constitutional 
Law, I; II; Labor, 1-2, 6-S: Procedure; Transportation. 


I. In General. 

1. Federal courts—Injunction—Norris-LaGuardia Act —Injunction 
against strike by union over “minor disputes” pending before Railroad 
Adjustment Board not barred by Norris-LaGuardia Act. Railroad 
Trainmen v. Chicago River & I. R. Co., p. 30. 

2. Appeal—‘Final decision."—Decree under § 301 (a) of Labor 
Management Relations Act ordering enforcement of provision for 
arbitration in collective-bargaining agreement was appealable “final 
decision.” Goodall-Sanford, Ine., v. Textile Workers, p. 550. 

3. Review of orders of Securities and Exchange Commission —What 
orders of S. E. C. judicially reviewable under last two sentences of 
§ 11 (b) of Public Utility Holding Company Act of 1935. Securities 
and Exchange Comm'n vy. Louisiana Public Service Comm'n, p. 368. 


II. Supreme Court. 

1. Certificate from Court of Appeals—Propriet y —Certification not 
proper to resolve conflict between panels of Court of Appeals. 
Wisniewski v. United States, p. 901. 

2. Review of state courts—Federal questions—Proper presenta- 
tion —Federal constitutional issues held properly raised in this ease 
in California courts and reviewable here. Konigsberg v. California 
State Bar, p. 252. 

III. Courts of Appeals. 

Review of Federal Power Commission—Natural Gas Act.—Scope 
of Court of Appeals review of orders of Federal Power Commission 
under Natural Gas Act. Sunray Oil Co. v. Federal Power Comm'n, 
p. 944. 


IV. District Courts. 


Labor Management Relations Act—Collective-bargaining con- 
tracts—Agreement to  arbitrate—Specific performance. —District 
Court empowered under § 301 (a) of Labor Management Relations 
Act to decree specifie performance of agreement for arbitration of 
grievance dispute arising out of collective-bargaining contract; Norris- 
LaGuardia Act no bar; controversy as partly moot. Textile Workers 
v. Lineoln Mills, p. 448. 


JURY. See Conspiracy; Employers’ Liability Act; Insurance; 
Trial, 2. 
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LABOR. See also Contracts; Employers’ Liability Act; Safety 
Appliance Acts; Taxation, 2. 


1. National Labor Relations Act—*Employers’—Labor organiza- 
tions —Labor organization is “employer” under §2 (2) in relation 
to own employees; Board without discretion to refuse to assert 
jurisdiction over unions as a class. Office Employes Union v. Labor 
Board, p. 313. 

2. National Labor Relations Act—Jurisdiction of Board—Power 
of States —Jurisdiction of Board, though unexereised, exclusive unless 
ceded to state agency pursuant to § 10 (a) of Aet. Guss v. Utah 
Labor Board, p. 1; Meat Cutters v. Fairlawn Meats, Ine., p. 20; San 
Diego Unions v. Garmon, p. 26. 


3. National Labor Relations Act—Unfair practices—Lockout — 
Strike against member of employers’ association, imperiling collective 
bargaining on group basis, justified lockout by nonstruek members. 
Labor Board v. Truck Drivers Union, p. 87. 


4. Labor Management Relations Act—Construction—Construction 
of § 3801 (a); § 3801 (a) as source of substantive federal law. Textile 
Workers v. Lincoln Mills, p. 448. 

5. Labor Management Relations Act—Coverage—Foreign ships 
and seamen—Act inapplicable to controversy involving damages 
resulting from picketing of foreign ship manned by foreign seamen 
under foreign articles while temporarily in American port. Benz v. 
Compania Naviera Hidalgo, p. 138. 

6. Labor Management Relations Act—Arbitration agreement—Spe- 
cific enforcement —Power of federal court under § 301 (a) to compel 
employer compliance with agreement to arbitrate disputes arising out 
of collective-bargaining contract; Norris-LaGuardia Act no bar; 
controversy as moot in part. Textile Workers Union v. Lincoln Mills, 
p. 448; General Electric Co. v. Loeal 205, p. 547; Goodall-Sanford, 
Ine., v. Textile Workers, p. 550. 

7. Railway Labor Act—Applicability—State-owned railroad — 
Railway Labor Act applicable to state-owned interstate railroad; 
jurisdiction of National Railroad Adjustment Board over claims based 
on collective-bargaining agreement between railroad and _ state 
employees. Califorma v. Taylor, p. 553. 

8. Railway Labor Act—Minor disputes—Adjustment Board— 
Union cannot strike over “minor disputes” pending before Adjustment 
Board; injunction against strike not barred by Norris-LaGuardia Act. 
Railroad Trainmen v. Chicago River & I. R. Co., p. 30. 





ciel: Beit ae 
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LABOR—Continued. 

9. State laws—Torts—Damages—Remand of case to state court 
to determine whether, in circumstances here, state law authorized 
award of damages against unions. San Diego Unions v. Garmon, 
p. 26. 

LABOR MANAGEMENT RELATIONS ACT. See Constitutional 
Law, II, 2; Jurisdiction, IV; Labor, 4-6. 


LARAMIE RIVER. See Waters. 
LICENSE. See Transportation, 2. 


LIMITATIONS. See also Insurance; Taxation, 3. 

Criminal cases—Conspiracy—A pplication of limitations —Applica- 
tion of 3-year limitation to prosecution for conspiracy; duration of 
conspiracy as affected by attempts to conceal. Grunewald v. United 
States, p. 391. 


LOCKOUT. See Labor, 3. 

LOSSES. See Taxation, 1. 

LOYALTY. See Attorneys. 

MAINTENANCE OF WAY. See Safety Appliance Acts. 
MERGER. See Taxation, 1. 

MILLER ACT. See Contracts. 

MINERAL RIGHTS. See Public Lands. 
MISDEMEANOR. See Criminal Law, 2. 
MONOPOLY. Sce Antitrust Acts. 

MOOT CASE. Sce Jurisdiction, IV. 

MORALS. See Attorneys, 1-2. 

MORAL TURPITUDE. See Aliens, 3. 

MOTOR TRACK CARS. Sce Safety Appliance Acts. 
MURDER. See Courts-Martial. 

NARCOTICS. See Aliens, 2, 4; Trial, 3. 


NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS ACT. Sce Constitutional Law, 
I; II, 1; Labor, 1-3. 

NATIONAL RAILROAD ADJUSTMENT BOARD. See Labor, 
7-8. 

NATIONAL SERVICE LIFE INSURANCE. ‘See Insurance. 

NATURAL GAS ACT. See Jurisdiction, III. 
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NAVIGABLE WATERS. See Waters. 


NEGLIGENCE. See Employers’ Liability Acts; Safety Appliance 
Acts. 


NEGOTIATION. See Labor, 8. 

NEGROES. Sce Constitutional Law, IV, 2. 

NEW MEXICO. See Attorneys, 1; Constitutional Law, III. 
NORRIS-LaGUARDIA ACT. See Labor, 6, 8. 

OIL. See Public Lands. 

PARDON. See Aliens, 3. 

PARTIES. See Procedure, 2-3. 

PATENTS. See Procedure, 3. 

PAYMENT. See Contracts. 

PENNSYLVANIA. See Constitutional Law, IV, 2. 
PHILIPPINE INDEPENDENCE ACT. See Aliens, 2. 
PICKETING. See Labor, 5. 

PRACTICE OF LAW. Sce Attorneys. 
PREFERENCE. See Antitrust Acts. 

PREJUDICIAL ERROR. See Trial, 2-3. 
PRESUMPTION. See Insurance. 

PRIVILEGE. See Trial, 1-3. 


PROCEDURE. See also Conspiracy; Habeas Corpus; Insurance; 
Jurisdiction; Limitations; Search and Seizure; Trial. 

1. Federal courts—Injunction—State statutes—In action to re- 
strain enforcement of state statute on federal constitutional grounds, 
federal court should retain jurisdiction until efforts to obtain definitive 
determination of questions of local law by local courts have been 
exhausted. Government and Civic Employees Organizing Committee 
v. Windsor, p. 364. 

2. Parties—Standing to sue—Minority stockholders—Muinority 
common stockholders’ standing to sue to set aside I. C. C. orders 
granting Alleghany Corporation carrier status and approving issue 
of convertible preferred stock. Alleghany Corp. v. Breswick & Co., 
p. 151. 

3. Venue—Patent infringement—Corporations—Venue in patent 
infringement action against corporation governed exclusively by 28 
U. S. C. § 1400 (b); § 1391 (ce) inapplicable. Foureo Glass Co. v. 
Transmirra Products Corp., p. 222. 





ptr oo cones. 
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PUBLIC LANDS. 

Grant to railroad—Right of way—Mineral rights —Grant of right 
of way to railroad by § 2 of Act of July 1, 1862, did not include mineral 
rights or oil and gas deposits. United States v. Union Pacific R. Co., 
p. £12. 

PUBLIC UTILITY HOLDING COMPANY ACT. See Jurisdiction, 
L-3. 

QUALIFICATIONS. See Attorneys. 

RACIAL DISCRIMINATION. Sce Constitutional Law, IV, 2. 


RAILROADS. Sce Employers’ Liability Act; Labor, 7-S; Public 
Lands; Safety Appliance Acts; Transportation. 


RAILWAY LABOR ACT. See Labor, 7-8. 
RAPE. See Courts-Martial. 

RESIDENTS. See Aliens, 2. 

RESTRAINT OF TRADE. Sce Antitrust Acts. 
RETROACTIVITY. See Taxation, 3. 

RIGHT OF WAY. Sce Public Lands. 

RULES. 

Rules of this Court—A pplication —lInterest in finality of litigation 
must vield where interests of justice would make unfair the strict 
application of this Court’s rules. United States v. Ohio Power Co., 
p. 98. 

SAFETY APPLIANCE ACTS. 


Coverage — Maintenance-of-way vehicles 
track car and hand ear, used in manner here, required to be equipped 
in accordance with Safety Appliance Acts; not exempt as “trains 
composed of four-wheel ears.” Baltimore & O. R. Co. v. Jackson, 


p. 325. 





Exemptions. — Motor 


SEAMEN. ‘See Aliens, |; Labor, 5. 
SEARCH AND SEIZURE. 


Legality—Admissibility of evidence—Validity of conviction —Cir- 
cumstances rendered search and seizure in this ease illegal; objections 
adequately raised; admission into evidence against each codefendant 
of illegally seized items vitiated convictions. Kremen v. United 
States, p. 346. 
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SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION. 
Orders—Judicial review —What 8. E. C. orders judicially review- 

able under last two sentences of § 11 (b) of Pubhe Utility Holding 

Company Act of 1935. Securities and Exchange Comm'n v. Louisiana 

Public Service Comm’n, p. 368. 

SELF-INCRIMINATION. See Trial, 2. 

SENTENCE. See Courts-Martial; Habeas Corpus, 2. 

SHERMAN ACT. Sce Antitrust Acts. 

SHIPS. See Labor, 5. 

SICKNESS BENEFITS. Sce Taxation, 2. 


SPECIFIC PERFORMANCE. See Constitutional Law, II, 2: 
Jurisdiction, IV; Labor, 6. 


STOCK. See Antitrust Acts; Procedure, 2. 
STOWAWAY. Sce Aliens, 3. 

STRIKES. Sce Labor, 3, 8. 

SUBPOENA. Sce Civil Aeronautics Act. 
SUPREME COURT. See Judgments; Rules; Waters. 
SURETIES. Sce Contracts. 


TAFT-HARTLEY ACT. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; Labor, 
4-6. 
TAXATION. See also Conspiracy; Criminal Law, 2: Limitations. 

1. Income tax — Merged corporations — Deductions — Operating 
losses —Under 1939 Internal Revenue Code, corporation resulting 
from merger of 17 separately incorporated businesses, which had filed 
separate income tax returns, may not carry over and deduct the 
pre-merger net operating losses of three of its constituent corporations 
from the post-merger income attributable to the other businesses. 
Libson Shops, Inc., v. Koehler, p. 382. 

2. Income tar—Exem ptions—Health insurance —Amounts received 
by employee as disability benefits under employer’s comprehensive 
plan were exempt from income tax as “health insurance.” Haynes v. 
United States, p. 81. 

3. Income tar—Exemptions—‘Clubs.”’—Validity of Commissioner’s 
retroactive revocation of exemption of automobile club as “club”; 
statute of limitations; no equitable estoppel; discretion of Commis- 
sioner to treat prepaid dues as income in year received. Automobile 
Club of Michigan v. Commissioner, p. 180. 


TESTIMONY. See Trial, 1. 


FOP Meee rub eied noel 
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TEXAS. See Employers’ Liability Acts, 1. 
TRAINS. See Safety Appliance Acts. 


TRANSPORTATION. See also Constitutional Law, II, 3; Em- 
ployers’ Liability Act; Labor, 7-S: Public Lands; Safety 
Appliance Acts. 

1. Interstate Commerce Commission—Authorit y—N on-carriers — 
Jurisdiction of Commission over Alleghany Corporation; status of 
non-carrier “considered as a carrier’; “control” of carrier; “acquisi- 
tion of control”; hearing of “interested parties.” Alleghany Corp. v. 
Breswick & Co., p. 151. 

2. Interstate Commerce Commission—W ater carriers—Tem porary 
license —Power of I. C. C. under § 9 (b) of Administrative Procedure 
Act to extend for more than aggregate 180 days a “temporary 
authority” granted under § 311 (a) of Interstate Commerce Act to 
operate as common carrier by water. Pan-Atlantic 8. S. Corp. v. 
Atlantie Coast Line R. Co., p. 436. 


TRIAL. See also Procedure; Search and Seizure. 

1. Criminal cases—Cross-examination—Right to inspect F. B. I. 
reports —Defendant in criminal case in federal court entitled to 
inspect reports made to F. B. I. by agents on matters testified to 
by them at trial; criminal proceeding must be dismissed when Gov- 
ernment elects not to produce reports. Jencks v. United States, p. 
657. 

2. Criminal cases—Cross-examination—Pre judicial error —In pros- 
ecution for violation of 18 U. S. C. § 1503, it was prejudicial error 
for trial judge to permit cross-examination of defendant on his invok- 
ing Fifth Amendment before grand jury. Grunewald v. United 
States, p. 391. 

3. Criminal cases—Informers—Disclosure of identity —Failure of 
federal district court in prosecution for violation of narcotics law to 
require disclosure of identity of Government’s informer was reversible 
error. Roviaro v. United States, p. 53. 


TRUSTS. See Constitutional Law, IV, 2; Contracts. 
TURPITUDE. See Aliens, 3. 

UNIFORM CODE OF MILITARY JUSTICE. Sce Courts-Martial. 
UNIONS. See Labor. 
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